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Abstract
RS and GIS in Ningde City marine ecology special reserve.The results showed that the entire ecosystem status of the study areas was good and

In this study, assessment system of PSR ( Pressure-State-Response) was used to assess the ecosystem health under the support of

stable.The ecosystem status of Fu’ an and Jiaocheng was always good and extremely stable during the study period.The ecosystem status in Fu-
ding and Xiapu were generally healthy,but the value of their assessment had continued to rise.The status of ecosystem in Xiapu needed to be

paid attention to by the relevant departments because the value was at a critical point.
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Fig.1 Map of the study area
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Table 1 Evaluation index system of ecosystem health in protected area
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Table 2 Weight of each evaluation index factor
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Table 3 Classification of ecosystem health status in protected area
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Table 4 Health status of ecosystem in protected area
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Table 5 The results of ecosystem health assessment in protected area
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